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our own expression of thanks for what 
they have done for this magazine dur- 
ing the year now closing. Seeing 
what has been accomplished during 
the year ‘‘your labor has not been in 
vain in the Lord.” 





Much Goop HAS BEEN DONE DURING 
the year, but more remains tobe done. 
‘Therefore be ye stedfast, nnmovable, 
abounding in the work of the Lord.” 
The co-operation of all who are inter- 
ested in the work the magazine is do- 
ing will enable us to accomplish more 
than ever before. We first of all look 
for the Divine guidance, and that is 
promised to all who are faithful. We 
take much pleasure, but no glory in 
our work. All the glory is the Lord’s. 
Labor, hard work, difficulties and dis- 
appointments are all forgotten in con- 
templation of the good that has been 
accomplished. We shall endeavor to 
make the magazine more useful and 
more acceptable to our readers in the 
coming year than even in the past. 





THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC IS NOT A 
political organ. Political parties may 
rise and fall or come and go, but the 
religion advocated by this magazine, 
the glorious Gospel of the Son of God, 
At the same time it 
must be remembered that the Roman 
Church is a political as well as a relig- 


goes on forever. 


ious organization, and we shall always 
oppose it in politics as in religion. As 
a vigorous attack on the politics of the 
Roman Church we commend the ar- 
ticle copied in this issue from the 
Mail and Express, whose proprietor 
and editor is Colonel Elliot F. Shepard, 
a God-fearing, noble Christian and 
one of the most distinguished citizens 
of New York. 


THE Roman CHURCH HAS TRIUMPHED 
over the American Public School in the 
State of Wisconsin. The Bennett law 
that required the English language to 
be taught in the schools has been de- 
feated. Ifthe American people will 
not protect the public schools Rome 
will destroy them. It is time to awake! 


AT THE ConsTITUTIONAL CONVENTION 
of New Mexico the clause in favor 
of the public schools was defeated 
by the Roman Catholics, who are in a 
majority in that territory. If the Pope’s 
followers can control other States of 
the Union they will in time cripple the 
whole system of public instruction. 





Tue ITALIAN PRIEST WHOM WE WEL- 
comed out of the Church of Rome last 
month and who was siationed at the 
Italian Catholic Church in Roosevelt 
street, this city, shows an earnest de- 
sire to learn the Protestant religion. 
We hope to send him to the German 
Theological Seminary at Bloomfield, 
N. J. There is great need of means to 
care for such priests until they learn 
the Christian way of life. 


ore 


Death of Father Batt. O’Connor. 
The death is announced of the old- 
est priest in Ireland, Rev. Bartholomew 
O'Connor, parish priest of Milltown. 
He was ordained a priest in 1825, was 
fifty years parish priest of Milltown, 
and was ninety-two years old at the 
time af his death. He was a man of 
learning and ability whom his brother 
priests more than once honored with 
the nomination for the position of 
bishop, but he was too indepen- 
dent to please the authorities at Rome. 
His funeral took place October 7. The 
deceased was a granduncle of the 


Editor of THE ConverTED CaTHOLIC. 
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CONVERTS EKROM ROME. 





E are glad to see that several 
papers copied the article on 
Converts from Rome in our 

last issue. It is not often that the 

names of two dozen priests converted 
from Romanism are grouped together. 





In the September ConvertTeD Ca- 
THOLIC an excellent article on ‘‘Bible 
Teachings for Roman Catholics” ap- 
peared from the pen of Mr. Robert 
Garry, a beloved converted Catholic 
In connection with that article, which 
has been published in a neat tract, the 
following account of Brother Garry 
and his work will be read with interest: 

Lockport, N. Y., Oct. 28, 1890. 

Dear Broruer O’Connor:—I came 
to Lockport at the close of the rebel- 
lion, and have since then been em- 
ployed in the machine shop of the 
Holly Manufacturing Company. I 
am a machinest by trade, work on an 
average 75 hours each week (extra 
time evenings). Still I find time for a 
little work for Jesus. 

There are some 47 private homes in 
our city have regularly 
given Bible readings. Those friends 
go out and invite their friends and 
neighbors. The Lord has always 
blessed the teaching and study of His 
Word. There are also 46 villages out- 
side of Lockport where I go and give 
Bible readings, conduct Gospel meet- 
ings and many times take charge of 
the regular church services. These 
places include Buffalo on the West, 
Rochester on the East, and Attica on 
the South. I can reach most of the 
places by rail road and return home in 
time to attend to my regular business 
in the shop. I almost always pay my 


where I 





own expenses, then the unsaved can- 

not say that it is money I am after. 

Our beloved brother, Rev. Geo. C. 

Needham, thinks in so doing I am 

wrong. I go to many places in this 
county by carriage. Many times when 
our whistle blows for six o'clock a 
carriage will be in waiting for me out-_ 
side to drive from three to eight miles 
in the country to attend Gospel 
meetings, returning home most of the 
time about eleven or twelve o'clock, 

to be repeated the next night, some- 
times for a week or two at a time. 

I am perfectly satisfied that no 
child of God need remain idle for want 
of something to do in His service if the 
heart is only in it. Many dear saints 
excuse themselves from of all kinds of 
Christian work with the excuse that they 
are not talented and know so little of 
the Bible. Well, that may do for 
some, but I would not dare to make 
that excuse, although I have neither 
talent nor learning, having had only 
four months in the common day 
school; and as for the Bible, it was 
a new book to me. I have the large 
edition of the Bagster Bible, which was 
given to me by my dear brother in 
Christ, Samuel Sayford the evangelist. 
I spend much time in Bible study and 
working out Bible readings, depending 
little on outside help. If I cannot do 
as well as others in the work I am 
willing to do the best I can; in fact I 
am willing to bungle, if need be, to 
work for Jesus. Oh, there is so much 
to do and so few to say, ‘‘Here, dear 
Father, send me.” I make it a rule 
never to argue with my Roman Catho- 
lic friends. I prefer God’s way in 


Isaiah 1: 18. Friends come to my 
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home from Toronto, Rochester, Buf- 
falo, etc., for private Bible study. I 
recently have had among others an 
Indian girl and a Jewish lady for study. 
RoBERT Garry. 

The account of Mr. 
Garry’s meetings in a school-house ap- 
peared in one of the Lockport papers: 


following 


The religious interest in the Crocker 
neighborhood (District No. 16) has 
steadily increased since the meetings 
commenced three weeks ago under the 
direction of Mr. Robert Garry. The 
marked peculiarity of these meetings 
is the deep earnestness—almost en- 
thusiasm—of the people to search out 
the vital truths of the Bible. This, no 
doubt, is due to Mr. Garry’s method of 
instruction. His wonderful knowl- 
edge of the Scripture, freedom from 
self-consciousness and vain glory are 
his unique qualifications as a teacher 
of divine truth. He not only gives his 
hearers the words, chapter and verse on 
every subject referred to, but he gives 
the references to it in such a manner 
as to convey the spirit of the text with 
such force and distinctness as to dis- 
arm the unbeliever and astonish our 
best Biblical scholars. 

The result of five years of this in- 
struction has been such as might be 
expected, for the words of Jesus are as 
potent to-day as when He walked 
with two of His disciples on the way 
to Emmaus, and beginning at Moses 
and all the prophets He expounded 
unto them in all the Scriptures the 
things concerning himself, which is 
precisely what Mr. Garry does. 

It is a rare thing to see an audience 
of 150 or 200 people, every one with 
a Bible in hand, sitting together two 
or three hours every night trying to 
find out the ways of God towards man. 
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The people at these meetings sit to- 
gether in heavenly places in Christ 
Jesus in honor, favoring one another. 
What forcibly impressed us in the 73 
testimonies of the last evening was the 
intelligent confidence of their salvation 
and the absence of “‘I believe my sins 
are forgiven,” or ‘‘I feel that I have 
reason to hope in God’s mercy,” and 
similar expressions implying the possi- 
bility of a soul's rejection that has ac- 
cepted the terms of salvation through 
faith in the Redeemer’s love. 

The subject was ‘‘Jesus the man of 
*Prayer,” conducted as usual by a Bible 
reading, followed by testimonies which 
were as spontaneous and as free from 
constraint as from excitement. “Iam 
resting in Jesus,” ‘‘I am not expecting 
salvation by and by, for I know He 
saves now,” was the burden of all their 
One lady said, “I know 
the light of His divine countenance is 
resting upon me.” 

When we remember that Mr. Garry 
is only a plain workingman, labor- 
ing every day in the Holly shop in 
this city, and is conveyed to and from 
the schoolhouse meetings by farmers 
taking turns in coming for him after 
working hours, and his never disap- 
pointing them once in five years or 
having a supply in his place, we get a 
glimpse of the effort made both on the 
part of the people interested and the 
teacher in being ready in season and 
out of season. This shows that God 
is no respector of persons in be- 
stowing honor upon the humblest of 
His children. ‘‘They that are faithful 
over a few things shall be made rulers 
over many.” 


utterances. 


Copies of Mr.Garry’s tract, “Bible Teachings 
for Roman Catholics,’? can be had from the 
author or from this office by enclosing stamps, 


























FATHER CONNELLAN’S 
WORK IN IRELAND. 





tax T the Christian Convention held 
A recently in Dublin, Ireland, Rev. 
Thomas Connellan delivered an in- 
tensely interesting address. He said 
that when, about eighteen months ago, 
he went down to the West of Ireland 
to stand up for Jesus many advised 
him not to go. They had pointed out to 
him that if he, formerly a Roman Ca- 
tholic priest well known in the West 
of Ireland, returned after having re- 
signed his position in the Church, it 
would be certain to procure for him 
violence and perhaps death. Still the 
‘‘small still voice” spoke in his ear and 
said‘ ‘‘Go,” and go he did. | He had 
only been there a short time when a 
certain book he had written was put 
into circulation. The Roman Catho- 
lic bishop of the diocese thought him- 
self bound to excommunicate him,and 
so he was denounced in the chapels, 
and the priests all denounced him and 
warned the people to beware of him as 
a renegade. 

On the very Sunday on which he was 
denounced he thought he would try 
whether the Roman Catholic people, 
the laity, were as bigoted as was repre- 
sented if left to themselves; and so he 
walked down to the little village chapel, 
where the people gathered around him. 
He said: ‘‘You have all heard what 
I think 
that you will in fairness listen to what 
I have to say.” 


the priests inside said of me. 


It was an exceedingly 
sultry day, and he spoke at the open 
cross-roads for forty-five minutes under 
the blazing sun. 

A priest asked Mr. Connellan’s 
father to turn his son out, but his 
father told the priest to go about his 
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business. He had been living in his 
father’s house since that time, and had 
been preaching round about the sur 
rounding country. The whole popu- 
lation was Roman Catholic, but Christ 
had absolutely flooded his soul with 
joy and comfort at the manifestation of 
his love and power in the hearts of 
those people to whom he had spoken. 
He had gone into the cottages very 
frequently alone at night. He had 
gone four, six and eight miles over the 
hills to hold cottage meetings, of which 
the fathers of families had had notice, 
and these in turn had given notice to 
their neighbors. had 
thirty people present. They had 
prayers, he read to them the Word of 
God, he explained it to them to the 
best of his ability, and they had listened 
to him with the greatest respect. These 
people had assured him individually 
that they believed he was right. He 
was greatly comforted to see these peo- 
ple stand up and argue against him, 
He could see Jesus Christ working in 
their hearts, and after a little time these 
were the very people who came to him, 
sometimes after the meeting, and in a 
quiet conversation told him they be- 
lieved they had been led astray from 
the truth. 


Sometimes he 


Of course he had been writing a good 
deal, and his publications had been 
circulated broadcast. He had traveled 
twenty miles around the district hold- 
ing cottage meetings, and not a hand 
had been raised against him, not a 
Christ 
had made the work so easy that abso- 


word of insult had he received. 


lutely there was no difficulty, no dan- 
ger, so far as he wasaware. Probably 
they knew of his brother's conversion. 
There was not a member of his family 
who was not now in thorough accord 
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and sympathy with him. Extraordi- 
nary things had been said about him, 
but his family, who lived in the closest 
communion with him, were the first to 
rally around him after his conversion. 
He had experienced strong opposition, 
and Roman Catholic priests had not 
been idle. First it had been attempted 
to incite the people to offer violence to 
his person, then to boycott his father 
in business. All these methods failed 
and the tongue of slander had been 
employed; but within the last week 
Christ had given him a joy and a con- 
solation which flooded his soul with 
gladness, through the conversion of his 
sister, which seemed to have been the 
result of this slander. 

From these few facts they could 
gather that there was an open door in 
the West of Ireland; and he believed 
that in every part of Ireland, if they 
only approached the Irish Roman Ca- 
tholics in a proper spirit, there would 
be an open door very soon; and so 
they ought to pray very fervently, work 
very fervently and, above all, show 
great sympathy and love for their poor 
Roman Catholic brethren. If the 
people were approached in a_ proper 
spirit and with constant prayer he be- 
lieved that Ireland’s evangelization 
would be very near, that the Sun of 
Justice would soon flood her green 
hills and valleys, and that— 

The Star of the West will yet rise in her 

glory, 


And the land that was darkest be bright- 
est in story. 


Conversion of Roman Catholics. 

The Dublin Christian [rishman for 
November 18go, says: In a recent 
issue of the Christian there appeared a 
most able and remarkable letter on 
“Romanism in America” by Father 


O'Connor, the converted priest of New 
York. . .. The concluding sentence in 
Father O’Connor’s letter will find a re- 
sponsive echo in every Christian heart. 
He has had to face persecution and 
slander like every Roman Catholic 
priest who followed the leading of his 
conscience. Yet this is how he writes 
of Roman Catholics: 

‘‘My heart’s desire and prayer to 
God is that the way will be opened for 
converted priests and other capable 
converts from Rome to devote them- 
selves to this work. Protestant minis- 
ters and public men can watch Rome 
and oppose and denounce her policy 
and politics. Former priests, if con- 
verted to Christ, should be set to work 
to present the simple way of salvation 
to the Catholic people. In conclusion 
permit me to express my thankfulness 
for the work of Rev. Thomas Connellan 
in Ireland. He seems to have the 
right spirit and consecration fora great 
work among his countrymen. Is there 
no former priest in England who will 
do a similar work?” 


HEAR THE OTHER SIDE 

Father Connellan’s romantic ex- 
perience in withdrawing from the 
Church of Rome and his remarkable 
conversion appeared in several issues 
of THE Convertep CaTHOLic, reprinted 
from his pamphlet ‘‘Hear the Other 
Side.” That pamphlet was the means 
of the conversion of his brother, Mr. 
Joseph Connellan. It can be sent 
from this office for 25 cents. 


ere 
WE RECOMMEND ‘THE PAPACY, ITs HiIs- 
ToRY, DoGMas,”’ etc., by Rev. Dr. Wylie as 
the best work on the subject published. Price 
$1.50. Address this office. Also 


Two BEAUTIFUL STORIES OF THE CON- 


versions of priests—Father Flynn, by Rev. 
Geo. C. Needham, and Father Martin, by 
Richard Mahony, Esq.; price of both 30 cents 


























UNFORTUNATE NUNS. 





pete papers reported last 
Ae October that the Nunnery called 
‘The Buried Alive,” at Naples, which 
had been closed against outsiders for 
four centuries, had been opened by 
order of the Minister of Justice. The 
Corriere de Napoli, October 4, 1890, 
says: In consequence of reports made 
to the Prefect of Naples that serious 
abuses existed in the convent of the 
‘‘Buried Alive,” or ‘‘Hermits,” he, 
with other authorities, yesterday (Octo- 
ber 3) suddenly repaired to the place 
to discover the truth for himself. In 
order to enter the Prefect had to 
threaten to force the doors, such re- 
sistance was made by the vice-govenor 
of the institution, Father Belli, General 
of the Order of the Teatius, and by 
the director, Father Masci. 

When the door was finally opened 
the Prefect and authorities were re- 
ceived by two nuns covered with very 
thick long black veils, who, when 
questioned, preserved a strict silence. 
Then it was explained that their vow 
prohibited them from speaking to 
others and that they could only do so 
_ through their spiritual director. Father 
Masci, at the request of the Prefect, 
undertook to be the interpreter of the 
nuns’ sentiments, and through him they 
informed the Prefect that ‘‘they were 
very happy and would not change 
their position for all the kingdoms of 
the world.” 

When the authorities then entered 
the great hall of the institution the 
nuns fled scandalized to their cells, 
leaving the visitors alone. The Prefect 
asked Father Masci to persuade the 
nuns to come out, and after a great 
deal of trouble he succeeded in doing 


THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC 





359 


so. But at every question put to them 
the nuns replied by a movement which 
meant that they would not answer 
even by a gesture. When pressed they 
responded that ‘‘they were very happy 
and for all the kingdoms of the world 
would not change their condition.” 

While the Procurator General, the 
Procurator of the King, and the ques- 
tor, who accompanied the Prefect, 
watched the strange scene, the latter 
succeeded in making three nuns listen 
to what he had to say, but they still 
persisted in their silence, probably 
from fear of breaking their vow. Then 
the Prefect ordered them all to take off 
their veils; the old ones hastened to do 
so, the young ones refused. From the 
expression of the faces exposed the 
authorities divined the sufferings of 
these unfortunate recluses, who do not 
even live in a clean abode, the au- 
thorities having discovered that the 
rules of health are far from being re- 
spected. The impression made on 
the authorities is a very sad one; they 
seem convinced that the nuns did not 
speak because they were afraid of the 
two priests. 

4 

Another account says: Sixteen nuns 
were found within a state bordering on 
insanity. They were covered with 
rags and their surroundings were of 
the most filthy description, Many 
had forgotten how to. speak, and the 
demeanour of all of them was more 
like that of animals than human beings. 
Those who were induced to talk ex- 
pressed themselves perfectly resigned 
to their fate. 

The cause of the raid upon the nun- 
nery was the desire of the parents of 
a young girl who had entered the 
convent to recover her. She had been 





360 


banished to a nunnery on account of 
a love affair objectionable to her family. 
The latter, being unable to communi- 
cate with her, had complained to the 
police, and an order from the Minister 
of Justice for her removal was obtained. 
She was found to be a mere skeleton, 
and her parents became half crazed at 
the condition in which she 
The nunnery has_ been 
closed and a strict investigation or- 
dered by the Governor of Naples. 
Later intelligence states that ten 
more nuns have been released from the 
subterranean dungeons of the nunnery 
of the ‘‘Buried Alive” at Naples, which 
has just been opened by order of the 
Minister of Justice. 


was dis- 
covered. 


Among them 
were eight young women who had 
been incarcerated against their will by 
order of their parents. The police have 
been ordered to visit all nunneries in 
Southern Italy which are closed to the 
public. Cardinal Sanfelice left Naples 
for Rome to obtain further instructions 
Im- 
mense excitement has been created by 


from the Pope on the subject. 


the disclosures. 

The English Churchman, October 
30, says: ‘‘A telegram from Naples, 
dated October 27, announces that the 
Governor of that city has decided to 
confiscate the Nunnery of ‘Buried 
Alive,’ which will hereafter be used for 
school purposes.” 

The secular press of America almost 
without exception has suppressed all 
reference’ to 
Naples. 


the convent horrors at 
The European agents of the 
Associated Press may have sent reports 
of the investigations held at the con- 
vent, but the American papers sup- 
pressed them. Gfeat is the power of 
the Roman Catholic Church 


press of the United States ! 


in the 
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Sister Rose Gertrude. 

Regarding Sister Rose Gertrude, the 
English nun who went to Molokai to 
care for the lepers on the death of 
Father Damien, the /reeman’s Journal 
(Dublin) October 11, 1890, says : 

An almost incredible explanation is 
offered of Sister Rose Gertrude’s resig- 
nation of her self-sought work at Molo- 
kai. A San Francisco paper says that 
she is engaged to be married to Dr. 
Lutz, the physician who has been as- 
sociated with her in her quarrel with 
the authorities at the leper settlement. 


A dispatch last month said that Dr. 
Lutz had jilted the unfortunate nun 
and that she had accepted the position 
of governess in a family in Honolulu. 

Persecuting Henri Lasserre. 

Colonel Henri Lasserre, whose trans- 
lation of the Gospels into French was 
placed in the Index of prohibited 
books after having received the cor- 
dial approval of the Pope, continues 
to be treated unkindly by dignitaries 
of the Church which he has long 
served with singular devotion. As 
will Colonel Las- 
sarre did much to establish Lourdes in 
the hearts of Romanists by his work 
on the alleged miracles there. Now 
the Bishop of Autun has forbidden the 
reading of a work Colonel Lasserre has 
written on ‘‘Notre Dame de Lourdes,” 
not because of a desire on the part of 
Rome to discourage the worship of the 
Virgin Mary, but because the work is 
from the pen of the translator of the 
proscribed Gospels. Many are praying 


be remembered, 


that Colonel Lasserre will see his way 
clear into the fulness of Gospel light 
and liberty. 

A full account of the approval and 
condemnation of Lasserre’s translation 
of the Gospels appeared in THe Con- 
VERTED Catuotic for September 1888. 
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A STORY OF GRACE. 


BY REV, GEO. C, NEEDHAM. 


tae TEACHER once asked the ques- 
A tion of his scholars, ‘‘What is 
grace?” A little ragged Irish lad 
quickly responded, ‘‘Please sir, ‘tis 
getting everything for nothing.” We 
prefer this answer to any definition of 
grace we have ever heard. 

It is clear that Leo and all his car- 
dinals, bishops and priests repudiate 
the grace of God. Their policy is 
‘sell salvation for all you can get.” 
Our Lord preached His Gospel to the 
poor; they prefer to preach their gospel 
for money. Our Lord giveth salvation 
freely; Popery demands for priestly 
sacraments both money and merit. 

The following is a story of grace 
illustrating the way of salvation by 
Christ Jesus in all its freeness to needy 
sinners : 

A poor woman had a very sick 
daughter. The disease, everywhere 
known and dreaded as consumption, 
had wasted the loved one to the verge 
of the grave, and few things tasted 
agreeably to her capricious appetite. 
The mother heard that a near noble- 
man’s hot honse was rich in large clus- 
ters of luscious grapes, and she thought 
there was no way of obtaining the re- 
freshing rarity unless at a corresponding 
price. She was poor and had no 
money. Soon the loved flower would 
be gathered from her by the slow-com- 
ing hand of death, and she could labor 
for the fading one only a few days at 
the furthest. 

Several articles, and among them 
her own feather bed, were sold and 
five shillings realized. With this sum 
of money in hand the mother hastens 
to the nobleman’s mansion. The 





steward of the great house answers the 
call of the poor woman, He sees the 
paltry price in her hand asshe explains 
her errand, and is offended that any- 
thing should be sought there as in a 
market-place, and drives her from the 
door. 

This is too much for the poor 
creature to bear, and she turns home- 
word broken-hearted and in tears. On 
her way, sobbing aloud as she goes, 
the nobleman’s son meets her not far 
from the gate. He is touched by her 
grief-stricken appearance and, having 
sought the cause, he bids her return 
with him. He takes her through the 
very gate from which she had been 
thrust with rude words and a heartless 
denial and directly to the hot-house. 
Here she is told to take her apron and 
hold it up by the corners. The young 
man proceeds to cast into it many of 
the finest and ripest clusters of the 
precious fruit. She, grateful and glad, 
holds out the five shillings to pay for 
the grapes, but is filled with wonder at 
the young man’s words: ‘‘My poor 
woman, you are very welcome to these 
grapes; my father is not a merchant; 
he does not sell; he isa nobleman, and 
he gives, Please accept the fruit as 
his gift and bear it to your daughter.” 

This, I remark, is an illustration of 
the freeness of salvation through the 
grace of God to sinners; but oh! how 
faint and feeble. Dear friend, God so 
loved the world that He gave His Son, 
His only Son, for such as you. Eter- 
nal life, the blessing you need, is the 
gift of God through Jesus Christ our 
Lord. You say, ‘‘I am not fit.” True; 
but what fitness is needed ? What was 
the fitness of the poor woman? What 
you need is the beggar’s hand and the 
beggar’s plea: 
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“Let no conscience make you linger, 
Nor no fitness fondly dream; 

All the fitness He requireth 
Is to feel your need of Him.”’ 

Are you not in need of safety ? Oh! 
poor soul, let not the last hour of life 
find you without Christ and without 
God. If so, you are without hope 
also. Once more, ere I lay down my 
pen, let me urge you to be, not only 
almost, but altogether a Christian. 
The grace of God which bringeth sal- 
vation to all men hath appeared. 
Whosoever will let him take the water 
of life freely. 

ese 


Protestant Consistency. 

All honor to the distinguished rector 
of Grace Protestant Episcopal Church, 
New York! Last month Rev. Dr. 
Huntington refused to open the church 
for a duplicate marriage service be- 
cause the couple had been previously 
married by Vicar General Preston. The 
bride is a member of Grace Church 
and her family one of the most distin- 
guished for wealth and social position 
in the city. The groom is an attache 
of the Belgian Legation at Washington. 
One of the New York papers said of 
this marriage: 

‘Instead of the brilliant gathering in 
Grace Church, it was found necessary 
to have the marriage ceremony take 
place at home. The reason for this 
was that the rector of Grace Church 
refused to open the sacred edifice for 
a duplicate marriage, as the Catholic 
service was first, thus making the Pro- 
testant service an occasion for pomp 
and display without any deeper sig- 
nificance.” 

Protestant consistency in the face of 
Roman Catholic arrogance is so rare 
that again we say, ‘‘All honor to Rev. 
Dr. Huntington.” 


The Count of Paris. 

The visit of the distinguished French- 
man, the Count of Paris, to this coun- 
try and Canada in October has been 
made the occasion ofa big demonstra- 
tion of Roman Catholic loyalty to 
monarchy. Archbishop Corrigan was 
present at the dinner given to the 
Count in New York, but the Protestant 
Episcopal Bishop, Dr. Potter, discreetly 
and patriotically declined to recognize 
the enemy of Republican institutions. 
In like manner President Harrison and 
the State department at Washington 
ignored the Count. But the Canad- 
ians received him with open arms. He 
visited all the Roman Catholic institu- 
tions in Montreal and Quebec, and in 
the latter city the first and only Cardi- 
nal of the holy Roman Church in Can- 
ada, Taschereau by name, received 
him with royal honors. 

The visit of the Count of Paris is 
significant of the desire of the Roman 


Catholic hierarchy for a monarchial 
rather than a republican government. 
Make a note of that. 


ere 


The French Clergy. 

The London 7Zad/et, the leading 
Roman Catholic paper of England, in 
a recent issue quoted from the French 
paper, the Besancon Semaine Relig- 
ieuse, the statistics of the Roman Ca- 
tholic clergy of France as follows: 

‘Their total number is 55,585, in- 
cluding 87 bishops, 182 vicars-general, 
751 canons, 130 Episcopal secretaries, 
3,397 parish priests, 29,752 local cures, 


0,379 vicaires, 4,617 other assistant 


clergy, 2.486 aumoniers in hospitals, 
prisons, convents and the army, 703 
superiors and professors in grands 
seminaires, 3,101 in petits seminaires, 
besides 5,538 priest students and 2,134 
pupils in petits seminaires.” 
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>» ISHOP A. CLEvEetanp, Coxe, of 
>, the Protestant Episcopal Church, 
sends to the New York Church- 
man, November 1, 1890, a communi- 
cation from Father Hyacinthe on the 
Old Catholic Congress that was held in 
Cologne in September. Father Hyac- 
inthe’s letter appeared in the Paris 
edition of the New York //eradd, Sep- 
tember 28. From it we make the fol- 
lowing extracts: 
FATHER HYACINTHE’S LETTER. 

I have attended the Congress of the 
Old Catholics which has just been held 
at Cologne, the ‘‘Holy City” of the 
Rhine. . . . In 1871, just after 
our terrible war, I was at Versailles. 
The Crown Prince of Prussia, who 
since became the Emperor Frederick 
III., expressed the desire to see me. 1 
could but accept such an invitation. 

During the interview my illustrious 
interlocutor told me of the solicitations 
made a few days before to his father, 
the King of Prussia, by the Cardinal 
de Bonnechose, Archbishop of Rouen. 
This French prelate, who was Senator 
of the Empire, went to our conquerors 
while they were still on the soil asking 
them to restore the temporal power of 
the Pope in Rome! I published this 
fact at the time, over my signature, in 
the Journal des Debats, which was 
not and could not be contradicted. 

The great crime of the war of 1870, 
that war which the Empress Eugenie 
called ‘‘her war’—and which was in 





reality an ‘‘Ultramontane” war—was to 
separate, to the great detriment of civ- 
ilization, the two nations of Europe 
who were the best fitted to understand 
each other and who had perhaps the 
de 


greatest need of each other. M 


THE OLD CATHOLIC CONGRESS. 









Lesseps says: “Germany is the natural 
ally of France.” 

Although the resolutions made by 
this Old Catholic Congress at Cologne 
were very important, that which im- 
pressed me most was its grand, cosmo- 
politan character. Frenchmen fratern- 
ized with Germans, the Grand Almoner 
of the Emperor of Russia clasped 
the hands of Anglican bishops. The 
most cordial union reigned among all, 
and we had constantly in our mind, if 
not upon our lips, the beautiful words 
of the Hebraic Psalmist—‘‘Behold 
how good and how pleasant it is for 
brethren to dwell together in unity.” 

TWO CATHOLICISMS. 

The Catholicism of Rome consists 
in separating itself from all other 
churches and in appealing not to their 
union, but to their submission. Our 
Catholicism—that of the Old Catholics 
—consists in approaching all other 
churches truly Christian and seeking 
unity with them on the broad and 
solid basis indicated by the fathers, 
“In necessariis unitas, in dubiis liber- 
tas, in omnibus charitas’—‘‘In things 
necessary, unity; in doubtful or sec- 
ondary things, liberty; always and 
everywhere, charity.” 

The Catholicism of Rome is the 
most absolute centralization under the 
most personal government. Our Ca- 
tholicism—and that which will become 
the Catholicism of the future, as it 
was the Catholicism of the past—is the 
federation of national and autonomous 
churches in a common faith and a 
mutual love. And the Pope will find 
a place there when he renounces his 
spiritual and temporal domination as 
well as his personal infallibility and 
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becomes at Rome or at Jerusalem that 
which was St. Peter himself—frimus 
inter pares, the first among his equals. 

PRIESTS MUST BE FREE TO MARRY. 

The most important event of the 
Congress was the presence in our midst 
of the representatives of the venerable 
Church of Utrecht—its Archbishop and 
the two Bishops of Haarlem and De- 
venter, with about twenty of their 
priests—which was the proof positive 
of our orthodoxy. For hitherto these 
faithful but somewhat timid disciples 
of our ancient Gallican Church had 
manifested a certain misgiving con- 
cerning us. 

The Old Catholics had ever been 
and will remain Conservatives, but 
they are none the less Reformers. It 
is precisely to preserve that which 
should be preserved that it is impor- 
tant to destroy that which should dis- 
appear. Iam not alone in placing in 
the first rank of necessary reforms the 
liberty of marriage of the clergy, which 
conforms itself to the exigencies of 
modern society as it does to the an- 
cient discipline of the Catholic Church 
and to the discipline of the present 
Oriental Branch which has always re- 
ceived the approbation of the Pope. 
I pride myself before God and be- 
fore men as having been the first to 
give the example of this reform, which 
encountered so much prejudice even 
with a portion of the Old Catholics, 
but without which, however, the full- 
ness of morality and independence can 
never be given to the clergy. 

“It is evident,” says Pope Pius IV., 
‘that marriage once introduced among 
the clergy would detach the priests 
from their dependence upon the Holy 
See by turning their affections towards 


their wives, their children and _ their 


‘patrie.’” Pius IV. was absolutely 
right, for this is the only possible 
method of having a national clergy, 
which was one of the projects of Gam- 
betta as well as other far seeing minds, 

This theory of a married clergy has 
been admirably developed in a most 
interesting book by my learned friend 
Herr von Schulte, professor at the 
University of Bonn and president of 
the Congress at Cologne. I rejoice to 
say that this much-needed reform is 
admitted now by the Old Catholics. 

According to the witty expression of 
Guizot, ‘‘Many people who do not be- 
lieve in God believe in the celibacy of 
the clergy.” I have sometimes been 
accused in France of having done all 
that I have in the work of reform 
with the sole motive of marrying. 

I declare unequivocally that the fact 
of being subject to such a tyrannical 
and immoral law is an all-sufficient 
and most honorable motive for break- 
ing with Rome. 

Paris, Sept. 24, 1890. 

Pa 

The New York Churchman, No- 
vember 1, 1890, says: Father Hyac- 
inthe (M. Loyson) has handed over 
his Gallican church in the Rue d’ Arras, 
Paris, France, to the so-called Jansen- 
ist archbishop of Utrecht, in accord- 
ance with the plan made at the Col- 
ogne Congress. His parochial work 
will be taken up by Monsignor Bou- 
land, well known to the Church in 
New York. M. Loyson is to make a 
lecturing tour, and if successful in es- 
tablishing a national separatist church 
will be consecrated bishop by Old 
Catholic prelates, with the title of Gal- 
lican primate. [Father Hyacinthe 
has said that under no circumstances 
would he becomea bishop. Ep. C. C.] 








Oo 


ct 
al 
nt 
ke 








THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC. 











ROMANISM AND POLITICS. 


HE New York Jail and Ex- 


press in accounting for the de- 

feat of the Republican party 
in the last election says in its issue of 
November 6, 1890: 

The Democratic party is in league 
with the Roman Church, and the Ro- 
man Church, in trying to unite Church 
and State in this country, is true to its 
ancient legends and principles, which 
change not, nor can. The present 
Pope Leo XIII. in 1888 issued an en- 
cyclical letter to all his priests all over 
the world directing them to go into 
politics of their respective countries; 
and in 1890 he went a step farther and 
issued another one directing them to 
nominate for office and to vote for 
only Romanists. 

In accordance with these general 
instructions the Bishop of Trenton ap- 
peared in a public hall in this city in 
full canonicals before a mass meeting 
one Sabbath evening, and there he 
said substantially that it was a good 
thing to have the American public get 
accustomed to see the priest’s gar- 
ments in public places. Priests all 
over the country are now in the habit 
of indicating to their flocks for whom 
they should vote; and the flocks un- 
derstand that these intimations are 
backed up by ecclesiastical sanction; 
that is to say, by the threat of the Ro- 
man Church to deprive the members 
of the holy communion if they are dis- 
obedient, and if they continue con- 
tumacious to excommunicate them or, 
as they understand the matter, to send 
them to hell. The flocks, knowing ot 


no other heaven than that which the 
priests please to tell them about, are 
terrorized into submission and vote 


according to the priestly intimations. 
This is one principal reason why, in 
the late municipal election, Hugh J. 
Grant, a Romanist, was elected Mayor, 
and why Francis M. Scott, a Protestant, 
was defeated. 

The haughty Roman Church, in the 
person of its American Cardinal Gib- 
bons, has put indignity upon the 
President of the United States and 
taken precedence of him both at priv- 
ate and public banquets—the one 
given by ex-Senator Henry G. Davis, 
of West Virginia, at Deer Park, and 
the other one given by the Roman Ca- 
tholic University authorities at the city 
of Washington; and when President 
Harrison, a Presbyterian, refused to 
allow the Roman Church to control 
the educational system of the United 
States, and against its protest ap- 
pointed Gen. Morgan Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, the Roman Church 
immediately resolved upon war against 
his administration and has been with- 
drawing from his support. Those Ro- 
manists who voted for him in 1888 are 
organizing the whole Roman force all 
over the country in behalf of the 
Democratic party; for the Democratic 
party is willing to accept power not 
not only at the cost of establishing 
slavery, but also at the sacrifice of re- 
ligious liberty. 

The campaign in the State of Wis- 
consin, where the Roman Church 
openly declared against public educa- 
tion and in favor of its own sectarian 
training, strikes the key note to the 
Presidential struggle of 1892. All 
these acts on the part of the Roman 
Church are against the Constitution of 
the United States and the constitutions 
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of the several States, because they are 
destructive of both civil and religious 
liberty. But what care they for that? 

Their Church destroyed individual 
liberty and right of opinion on all sub- 
jects the world over for ages back, and 
no one need expect to see them take a 
different position in this country nor 
in the twentieth century, They have 
got to be deprived of their power by 
the laws of the land or else they will 
surely exercise that power, and our 
beloved country will become as much 
subjected to the Roman yoke as were 
the Papal States until freed by Gari- 
baldi and Victor Emmanuel. 


—- — eee — 

SUBSCRIPTIONS TO THE CONVERTED 
CaTHOLIC FOR 1891 ARE NOW DUE, 
PLEASE RENEW. 


e+e 


How Tammany Gets Votes. | 

During the month of November 
every year the commonest topic of 
conversation among priests is ‘‘Purga- 
tory.” No other source of income is 
more fruitful than this. Time and 
again the people are told that “‘It is 
a holy and wholesome thought to pray 
for the dead.” And though they may 
have neglected their relatives in life, 
“when they were so troublesome,” 
they try to compensate for their harsh- 
ness by paying for masses for them 
when they are dead. 

The last Sunday in October of each 
year the pastor of every Roman Ca- 
tholic Church in the United States, and 
we presume throughout the world, an- 
nounces that on November 2 a high 
mass of requiem will be celebrated in 
the church for all the departed souls, 
as that day is the feast of ‘‘All Souls,” 
The people are advised to commemor- 
ate the feast by contributing at least 
one dollar from every household to the 





fund for praying for their deceased re- 
latives and friends. It is assumed by 
every Roman Catholic that the de- 
ceased members of the family are in 
purgatory, and therefore every house- 
hold is represented in the contribution. 
The ‘‘Purgatory” fund is the largest 
contribution a priest receives for his 
own use during the year. But besides 
paying a dollar or more each person is 
advised to go to confession and receive 
holy communion on ‘‘All Souls” day 
for the benefit of the souls in purgatory. 
Now as ‘‘All Souls” day comes be- 
fore the election of State and muni- 
cipal officers, the priests in the city can 
put in some fine work for Tammany 
Hall. How do they doit? Here is 
a sample: A woman goes to confes- 
sion to ‘clean her soul” and thus pre- 
pare for communion on ‘All Souls” 
day. She tells the priest the ordinary 
sins of her life and then says she is 
troubled about some thing. He asks 
her what it is, and she says it is about 
her husband. If the priest is a consci- 
entious man he will tell her that she 
must not speak of her husband's sins. 
“But,” she says, “‘it is not any of his 
sins, father, I wish to speak about, 
though goodness knows they are many, 
and he torments the life out of me; 
but it is the way he is going to vote 
next Tuesday that troubles me.” 
‘How is that ?” says the priest. 
‘‘Well, your reverence, he says he 
isnot going to vote the Tammany 
Hall ticket because the best people in 
the city think that Tammany Hall does 
not give us good government.” 
‘‘Tush, tush,” says the father con- 
fessor, ‘‘you must tell him the leaders 
of Tammany belong to our holy Church 
and it is the duty of every good Catho- 
lic to vote for our own people. Make 
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him realize this and you will see he 
will do what is right.” 

“But, father, I have talked to him 
and its no use. He has got intoa club 
where there are many Americans and 
he says he will do as they dv,” 

“Well, well,” says the priest, ‘‘you 
must be prudent, But you know there 
are many ways in your home life by 
which you can influence him to do 
right. Tell him our holy religion re- 
quires every one to do what he or she 
can to promote its advancement, and 
if any one fails in this matter he is ex- 
communicated. We must support our 
friends or they will not support us. 
Now, my good woman, talk to your 
husband again and get him to do his 
duty right, and I will give you absolu- 
tion, Are you satisfied now? Will 
you get your husband to do right?” 

“IT will try, father.” 

‘‘Then receive absolution.” 


eee 


EXPOSURE OF TAMMANY 
HALL. 


The exposure of the corrupt 
practices of Tammany Hall officials, 
all of them Roman Catholics, gives re- 
newed interest to Rev. Joseph Hart- 
well’s admirable pamphlet, ‘‘Romanism 
and Politics; Tammany Hall the 
Stronghold of Rome.” Price 10 cents; 
14 copies $1.00. Address this office. 


eee 


ONLY FIFTY CENTS. 


THe Converted Catuotic will be 
sent to pastors with small salaries and 
Y. M. C. A reading rooms in every city 
in the United States and Canada for 
fifty cents a year. It will do incalcul- 
able good to the young men, Protes- 
tants as well as Catholics, who fre- 
quent those rooms. 
sent on application. 


Sample copies 


Methodist National University. 

Bishop Hurst of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church said recently that the 
proposed National University in Wash- 
ington, D. C., ‘thas taken a deep and 
lasting hold upon the people gener- 
ally.” The bishops at their last meet- 
ing in New York endorsed the idea of 
the university, and commended the 
enterprise to the support of the whole 
Christian Church of the United States. 
The land, a tract of ninty acres in the 
northwest part of Washington, which 
has been secured at a cost of $100,000, 
will, it is expected, be paid for by the 
people of Washington at the rate of 
$20,000 a year for five years. One 
payment has already been made, and 
$25,000 more has been pledged. 
When paid for the land will be pre- 
sented to the trustees of the university, 
after which appeals will be made for 
buildings and endowments. 

At a meeting of all the Methodist 
Bishops in the United States (sixteen 
in number) in Washington, D. C., last 
month, the following letter from Presi- 
dent Harrison was read: 

“This movement should receive,and 
I hope will receive, the effectual sup- 
port and sympathy of not only the 
members of the great Church, but of 
all patriotic people. Such an institu- 
tion, to serve its proper purpose, to 
save it from the jealousies and compe- 
titions of the educational enterprises 
in the States, should be so organized 
as to supplement and perfect their 
work. It must bea national university, 
with the strongest emphasis on both 
words. With assurances of a deep in- 
terest in your enterprise and the most 
cordial wish for its perfect and early 
success, | am yours sincerely, 

“*Benyamin Harrison.” 
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WAS THE APOSTLE PETER EVER AT ROME? 


BY REV. MASON GAI.LAGHER, BROOKLYN, N, Y. 


VIL. 
EUSEBIUS. 

NE of the most remarkable,fea- 
tures in the matter we are con- 
sidering is, that the main re- 

liance of the advocates of the Affirma- 
tive, rests on the works of an author 
who wrote over two centuries and a 
half after the death of Peter. Euse- 
bius, Bishop of Cesarea, a. D. 325, is 
the Father of Church History. Dupin 
writes: ‘‘Without the history of Euse- 
bius we should scarcely have any 
knowledge not only of the history of 
those first ages of the Church, but even 
of the authors who wrote at that time.” 
Scaliger, another profound historian, 
states: ‘‘All we have received con- 
cerning the Church, from Trajan to 
Constantine, we owe to Eusebius.” 

It has been shown that previous to 
F.usebius we have extant the writings 
of no author, except Irenzus, who 
connects Peter with Rome. Irenzeus 
has been proved to be unreliable in his 
Statements and extravagant in his in- 
terpretations of Scripture; and, more- 
over, makes no positive declaration 
concerning Peter's residence in Rome. 

Eusebius presents in his history some 
vague statements from the lost writings 
of Dionysius, Papias and Gaius. Our 
examination has shown that if these 
quotations are authentic, they give us 
no valuable light on the question. As 
testimony to an important historical 
question they are of no account. The 
advocates of the Roman residence of 
Peter are, therefore, compelled to rely 
on the sole opinion of Eusebius, who ap- 
pears to have credited the then prevail- 
ing view that Peter had visited that city. 


An important inquiry suggests it- 
self; What value did Eusebius place 
on his own statements? He writes 
(B. 1, ch. 1): ‘Acknowledging that it 
is beyond my power} to present the 
work perfect and unexceptionable, I 
freely confess it will crave indulgence, 
especially since, as the first of those 
that have entered upon the subject, 
we are attempting a kind of trackless 
and unbeaten path.” . . Again, “We are 
totally unable to find even the bare 
vestiges of those who may have traveled 
the way before us.” This author with 
respect to some of his statements uses 
the Greek terms ‘‘Phasi,” ‘‘eoiken”— 
equivalent to the French, ‘‘On dit”— 
which we may render, ‘It is reported.” 

How vain, how dangerous, how in- 
defensible, for a body of Christian men 
to make the eternal salvation of our 
race to depend upon a supposed fact, 
for which the only reliable testimony 
they can produce, is the conjecture of 
one historian, who has presented con- 
fessedly no certain evidence of the tra- 
dition we are considering. 

Let us now look at statements made 
with respect to the testimony by learned 
and candid laymen of judicial minds; 
men better qualified than ecclesiastics, 
generally, to judge of the value of 
testimony. 

Chevalier Bunsen says: ‘Eusebius 
was entirely a man of the East, and 
his literary knowledge of the Western 
Church in the second and third cen- 
turies is notoriously defective.” 

Bouzique, French historian and 
statesman, writes with respect to 
Gaius, quoted by Eusebius: ‘‘Euse- 


bius, who never saw Rome, may in 
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good faith have made a mistake here, 

misled by the legend which was then 
accounted veritable history. . . . 
When he testifies in his own name he 
employs forms more or less dubitative, 
such as ‘‘It is said,” ‘‘They think,” 
etc. . . . Whatever his own 
thought, Eusebius had too much pru- 
dence to contradict the common opin- 
ion of his Church; but, as historian, 
he could not deny the unlikelihood of 
these diverse accounts; hence the pre- 
cautions of his style in the narratives of, 
the last years of the two Apostles,” 
(Hist. of Christianity, 1, 369.) 

Greenwood, in his ‘“Cathedra Petri,” 
I, 42, remarks: ‘‘In truth, no positive 
or circumstantial statement of the tra- 
dition of Peter's residence and martyr- 
dom at Rome is to be met with in 
any Christian writer prior to Eusebius. 
Though he was himself convinced of 
the authenticity of the tradition, yet 
the poverty of his proofs shows clearly 
enough that it had not made the im. 
pression upon the Church, or attained 
to that maturity, in its view which so 
important a fact, if only tolerably sup- 
ported, would lead us to expect. . . . 
With the exception of the strange gos- 
sip collected by Eusebius, principally 
from Papias, about St. Peter's pursuit 
of Simon Magus, and the composition 
of St. Mark’s Gospel, no witness to the 
fact of Peter’s presence in Rome at any 
period of his life has been produced 
other than Eusebius himself; and that 
he only speaks to a belief founded up- 
on the infirm statements and vague 
allusions to which we have already 
adverted.” 

McGavin, a Scotchman, in_ his 
“Protestant,” 1, 702, a work which 
Robert Hall describes as ‘‘the most 
powerful confutation of the principles 


of the Popish system in a popular 
style of any work we have seen,” writes: 

‘‘Nothing that these fathers (Origen 
and Eusebius) have written tends to 
prove the fact of the Apostles having 
been in Rome, except that there was a 
vague tradition on the subject, which 
is surely a foundation extremely slen- 
der for building such a fabric as the 
Church of Rome professes to build 
uponit. . . . We know how 
difficult it is to come at the truth with 
regard to persons who lived within a 
few years of our own time, especially 
if no written mention of them has been 
preserved. It must have been much 
more difficult in the first stages of the 
Christian era, and in the disturbed 
state of the Roman Empire, to ascer- 
tain any fact with regard to the life 
and death of men who were so gener- 
ally abhorred and so cruelly perse- 
cuted, as the Christians were, except 
what they and their cotemporaries have 
written. 

“Though the writers who spoke of 
Peter's having been at Rome had lived 
within fifty years of his death, they 
would not have been able to ascertain 
the fact without great difficulty; surely, 
then, when two or three hundred years 
have elapsed it must have been impos- 
sible to know anything of the matter 
with certainty. There were few au- 
thors and no printing in those days. 
Real facts with regard to a man so 
politically insignificant could only be 
transmitted from mouth to mouth by 
persons still more obscure; and by the 
time of Origen or Eusebius, no man 
could tell what was true and what was 
not, except what the Christian churches 
had preserved as the authentic testi- 
mony of eye and ear witnesses; that 
is, just what we have in the New Tes- 
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tament, and nothing more can be de- 
pended upon.” 

Simon, the English barrister who 
spent months in the British Museum 
examining exhaustively this subject, 
says: ‘‘Eusebius . . tells us 
that he gives all the facts that had 
come down to his times respecting 
the Apostle Peter. In this history he 
is supposed to assert that St. Peter was 
in Europe, and that he was not put to 
death (as the Scriptures indicate) at 
Babylon. But it will be seen that he 
asserts neither of these alleged facts. 
. . Eusebius, it must not be forgot- 
ten, wrote nearly three centuries after 
the events in question could have oc- 
curred, and had, as we have seen, no 
intervening record of them to advert to, 
although there were no less than 150 
ecclesiastical writers who had preceded 
him, some of them extremely volum- 
inous. His sole authority, therefore 
(for such it would have been), could 
under such circumstances have had 
no weight whatever. No historical 
event, no event even merely traditional 
has ever been accepted, or ever could 
be accepted, as authentic upon the 
sole testimony of a writer who lived so 
many generations after the supposed 
period. . 
one thing 


Eusebius asserts no 
g, important or unimportant, 
that Peter is even ever said to have 
done in person at Rome. Not one 
day is indicated that he passed there; 
not one spot on which he trod there; 
not one word stated that he uttered 
there; not one person mentioned to 
whom he spoke there.” (Miss. and 
Martyrdom of Peter, p. 144, 5.) 

R. W. Kennard, Esq., another able 
London Advocate, referring to Simon’s 
work in the Report of his Contro- 
versy with McLachlan, p. 49, says: 


“I boldly and advisedly assert that 
there is no evidence to show that St. 
Peter ever was at Rome, much less 
that he ever assumed the office of 
Bishop of Rome, or that of Universal 
Patriarch.” He endorses Simon's work. 

An American layman, Dr. D. F. 
Bacon, in his exhaustive ‘‘Lives of the 
Apostles,” pp. 235-9, writes: ‘‘In 
justification of the certainty with which 
sentence is pronounced against the 
whole story of Peter's having gone to 

, Rome, it is only necessary to refer to 
the full statements on pages 245-50, 
in which the complete array of ancient 
evidence on this point is given by Dr. 
Murdock. Ifthe support of great names 
is needed, those of Scaliger, Salmasius, 
Spanheim and Bower, all mighty minds 
in criticism, are enough to justify 
the seeming boldness of the opinion 
that Peter never went west of the 
Hellespoint, and probably never em- 
barked on the Mediterranean.” 

Thus we see that the authority of 
Eusebius is rejected by the critical 
minds of these German, French,Scotch 
and American laymen. Ellendorf, a 
Roman,as shown, takes the same view. 

The value of the testimony of Euse- 
bius may be estimated rightly by pre- 
senting a parallel case. Let us sup- 
pose that in the course of a century 
the Church of Rome becomes thor- 
oughly evangelized, which we sincerely 
desire; that at that late day an Ameri- 
can writer of history should state that, 
in the year 1572,the greatest soldier of 
France and 50,000 other Christians 
were massacred by Roman Catholics 
with the consent of their King; that 
the Bishop of Rome publicly offered 
thanksgiving in church for the event; 
ordered a jubilee; a painting of the 
horrible scene on the walls of his pal- 
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ace, and commemorating medalsto be 
struck; and,moreover, urged the King 
of France to proceed further in his ex- 
terminating scheme. Further suppose 
that no preceding historians had nar- 
rated this event,and that all proof pre- 
sented was some ambiguous language 
of three writers not authenticated, 
whose works were no longer extant. 
Could men living at that time be ex- 
pected to place reliance on a story of 
that nature, of events attributed to so 
distant a period? Eusebius has no 
greater claim for reliance on his fanci- 
ful and improbable tale about Peter. 

But how came a writer of the ability 
of Eusebius to accept the tradition 
concerning the journey of Peter to 
Rome? He appears to have been de- 
ceived, together with Irenzeus and 
Tertullian, by the statement of Justin 
Martyr, with respect to the statue at 
Rome to the Sabine Deity, Semo 
Sangus or Sancus. Justin who knew 
little Latin, regarded this as referring 
to Simon Magus, whom tradition had 
carried to Rome, where, by his magi- 
cal arts, he had induced the Romans 
to rank him among the gods. Justin 
makes this statement in his address to 
the Emperor Antoninus, Neither Jus- 
tin, Irenzeus nor Tertullian connect 
Peter with the narrative. 

The Clementine fictions do; but 
these are known to be ‘‘unmitigated 
falsehoods,”” as we have seen. Euse- 
bius not having been at Rome, and 
misled by the language of Papias, 
Dionysius and Gaius, which we have 
shown to be untrustworthy, proceeds 
to commemorate the circumstance 
previously unrecorded, except in the 
Clementina; that Peter traveled from 
the East to the West, to vanquish this 
blasphemous sorcerer, Simon Magus. 


By a singular providence in the year 
1574 there was excavated from the very 
spot on an island in the Tiber indicated 
by Justin the image with the inscription 
to which he refers. It was recognized 
as a heathen deity. Justin, like Simon, 
was a Samaritan, and knowing of 
his arts, the more readily imagined that 
the Romans had deified him. 

It-will be observed, moreover, that 
Eusebius fixes the time of Peter’s pur- 
suit of Simon to Rome in the second 
year of Claudius, a. p. 42. But the 
Scriptures plainly contradict this state- 
ment, as do also the Roman authors 
Cellier, Baluze, Pagi, Dupin and others. 

We respect Eusebius for much that 
he has written. We owe to him the 
first formal list of the Books of the 
New Testament. He has handed 
down to us the names of many Chris- 
tian heroes who suffered martyrdom, 
with notices and _ historical events 
deeply interesting to the Christian 
Church. But he little imagined that 
in presenting as history the traditions 
of his time concerning Peter that he 
was aiding in building up the most 
formidable foe to the progress of 
Christian truth and righteousness, which 
the Church has ever encountered; and 
whose work of evil is still in operation. 

It has been seen that we possess 
no authentic statement before Eusebius 
that the Apostle Peter ever was in 
Rome, deserving of respect, and that 
Eusebius had no sure evidence on 
which to base his belief in this matter. 

And thus the chief pillar on which 
the Pope bases his claim to the universal 
Headship of the Church and the right 
to curse all who reject his supremacy, 
has no better foundation than quick- 
sand. The truth of history pronounces 
this Peter-Roman Legend a fraud. 
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THE TITLE “REVEREND.” 





BY JOSIAH W. LEEDS, PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


S— MBOLDENED by the anecdotal 
‘ee remarks upon ‘‘Reverend and 
Dear Sir” in the October ConvERTED 
Catuotic I make free to submit the 
following considerations touching the 
use of the title ‘‘Reverend:” 

In a single passage only in the Bible 
do we find the word ‘‘Reverend” men- 
tioned. It is in the ninth verse of 
Psalm 111—‘‘He sent redemption unto 
His people; He hath commanded His 
covenant forever; holy and reverend is 
His name.” Of all ecclesiastical dig- 
nitaries the Pope alone, the self-elected 
vicar of Christ, lays claim to the title 
of ‘‘Holiness;” but under what warrant 
do modern ministers, making no 
claim to the possesssion of infallibility, 
arrogate to themselves the title of 
“Reverend?” Does it accord with 
the meekness and lowliness of heart 
which Christ enjoins on His followers, 
that any of these should voluntarily 
assume this lofty name which is a pre- 
rogative of Omnipotence ? 

The title was unknown during the 
primitive Christian centuries, and, in- 
deed, appears to have been generally 
adopted only within the last 200 years. 
It was taken up by the Episcopacy as 
well as by the Romanists, but was de- 
nied to the Dissenters, with whom, how- 
ever, it came into general use. Never- 
theless, the Friends, the Mennonites 
and probably a few other denomina- 
tions (numerically small) of German 
derivation, are pronounced in the dis- 
use of it. Concerning the origin of 
the term the following item 
“Notes and Queries” (First Series, 
Vol. VI., No. 150) may be of interest: 

‘During the seventeenth century the 


from 


word ‘reverend’ was usually coupled 
with ‘learned,’ as in the following case: 
Vaughan, in his ‘Life of Dr. Jackson,’ 
thus commences it: ‘Being earnestly 
desired to deliver some character of 
the reverend and learned Dr. Jackson,’ 
etc. Bishop Patrick, too, in his ‘An- 
notations on Solomon’s Song,’ vii. 7, 
quotes ‘the reverend and learned Dr. 
Hammond.’ And beneath the por- 
trait of John Kettlewell prefixed to his 
work on the Apostles’ Creed we read 
that it is ‘The true effigy of the rever- 
end and learned Mr. John Kettlewell. 
But yet neither of these divines used 
the epithet as a prefix to their names 
in their works. It is clearly a title of 
modern usage, neither sanctioned nor 
required by any law or canon, and 
from the growing inconveniences that 
attend its use it may the more easily be 
discontinued if judged necessary.” 
Mention is also made of the fact, in 
a recent number of the same periodical 
(Fifth Series, Vol. V.), that upon the 
Judicial Court of the Privy Council of 
Great Britain having decided in 1875 
that ‘‘reverend” is not a peculiar title 
of office or dignity, but one of cour- 
tesy, several of the clerical subscribers 
to one of the English papers desired 
that the same might be sent them with- 
out the prefix ‘‘Rev.” to their names. 
There are evidences warranting the 
belief that an increasing number of 
Christian ministers would be glad to 
rid themselves and the Church at large 
of this self-assertive designation. While 
lack of faith and of a willingness to be 
little in the world’s estimation may 
have, perhaps, almost unconsciously 
operated with many to prevent a giving 
up in this matter, yet others (of whom 
may be instanced a Presbyterian of 
large attainments and much humility 
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of mind, not long deceased, the late 
Albert Barnes) clearly discerning the 
pointing of the Holy Spirit herein, 
have been constrained to drop the title, 
while sincerely desiring to be no more 
addressed thereby. 

That eminent Baptist preacher, 
Spurgeon, has a testimony to bear up- 
on this matter, and as his words secure 
a hearing from all Christians, they are 
appended below. 

CHARLES H. SPURGEON’S VIEWS. 

We are willing to reverence the aged 
pastor, and we did not hesitate to give 
that title to our beloved friend, George 
Rogers, just in the same way we use 
the term ‘‘the venerable Bede,” or 
‘the judicious Hooker,” but we are 
not prepared to reverence every strip- 
ling who ascends the pulpit; and, 
moreover, if we thought it due to 
others to call them reverend we should 
still want some reason for their calling 
themselves so, It seems rather odd to 
us that a man should print on his visit- 
ing card the fact that he is a reverend 
person. Why does not he occasionally 
vary the term and call himself estima- 
ble, amiable, talented, or beloved? 
Would this seem odd? Is there any 
valid objection to such a use of adjec- 
tives after the fashion is once set by 
the use of the word reverend ? 

If a man were to assume the title of 
reverend for the first time in history it 
would look ridiculous, if not presump- 
tuous or profane. It may be said that 
the title reverend is only one of cour- 
tesy, but then so was the title of Rabbi 
among the Jews, yet the disciples were 
not to be called Rabbi. It is at any 
rate a suspicious circumstance that 
among mankind no class of persons 
should so commonly describe them- 
selves by a pretentious title as the pro- 





fessed ministers of the lowly Jesus. 

Peter and Paul were right reverend 
men, but they would have been the 
last to have called themselves so. No 
sensible person does reverence us one 
jot more because we assume the title. 
It certainly is in some cases a flagrant 
misnomer, and its main use seems to be 
the pestilent one of keeping up the 
distinction of clergy and laity. 

We wonder when men first sought 
out this invention and from whose 
original mind did the original sin 
emanate? We suspect that he lived in 
the Roman Row of Vanity Fair, al- 
though the Rev. John Bunyan does 
not mention him. One thing is pretty 
certain, he did not flourish in the days 
of the Rev. Paul, the Rev. Apollos, 
or the Rev. Cephas. 


ore 


KIND WORDS. 


From the Bu/wark, Glasgow, Scot- 
land, November 18go : 

THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC is an American 
monthly periodical, edited by Rev. James A. 
O’Connor, full of information of a most useful 
kind to all who take an interest in the Roman 
It contains from time to time arti- 
cles of a most instructive character, and can- 
not fail to be of use to those who desire to 
know something of Popery, alike in connection 
We have 
frequently brought this magazine before the 
notice of our readers, and have pleasure in do- 
ing so again. 


question. 


with its doctrinas and its doings. 


eee 


THE PUBLIC SCHOOLS AND 
THEIR ENEMIES. 


THE FINE LECTURE OF FatHER Mc- 
Gtynn, ‘‘The Public Schools and their 
Enemies,” has been published in neat 
tract form of 32 pages, with Father 
McGlynn’s picture on the title page. 
It ought to have a wide circulation. 
25 copies will be sent for 50 cents, 
and 100 copies for $1.00, 
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THE CHURCH OF ROME NOT THE CHURCH OF CHRIST. 


BY PAUL LE CLAIR. 


XXIII. 


‘* The Holy Eucharist” of Rome not the Lord's Supper of the Gospel. 


[Continued from the October issue. J 

1. On the occasion referred to (John 
6: 32-58) our Saviour was reproving 
the multitude for seeking Him from 
the unworthy motive of obtaining more 
bread after they had partaken of His 
bounty when He had, bya miracle, fed 
5,000 with loaves and fishes. And 
directing their thoughts to higher and 
more spiritual things, He presented 
himself as ‘‘the true bread from 
heaven”—that this ‘‘bread” was ‘‘His 
flesh, which He would give for the life 
of the world”—evidently referring, by a 
bold and striking figure,to the redemp- 
tion of the world to be accomplished 
by the sacrifice of himself. But the 
stupid Jews, misunderstanding the di- 
vine Teacher, ignorantly demanded: 
‘‘How can this man give us His flesh 
to eat?’”’ And even some of the disci- 
ples thought it ‘‘a hard saying.” 

Our Lord, however, corrected this 
gross misapprehension by declaring: 
‘It is the spirit that quickeneth, the 
flesh profiteth nothing; the words that 
I speak unto you, they are spirit and 
they are life.” That is, what He had 
just said about ‘‘eating His flesh,” was 
not to be understood in a literal, ma- 
terial sense, but only figuratively and 
spiritually; these words, therefore, have 
no relation to the dogma of the ‘‘real 
presence.” 

2. Then, again, it is not true that 
the partaking of the Roman Eucharist 
secures the fulfilment of the gracious 
promises made by our Lord in this 
discourse to all that, in His spiritual 


sense, receive ‘‘the true bread that 
came down from heaven.” In verses 
53 and 56 our Savioursays: ‘‘Except 


ye eat the flesh of the Son of Man and 
drink His blood, ye have no life in 
you”—that is, ‘‘Except ye partake of 
those benefits which I purchase by My 
sufferings in My human nature, ye 
have no spiritual life nor communion 
with God; but continue in your sins and 
you shall not partake of eternal life.” 
And again: ‘‘He that eateth My flesh 
and drinketh My blood, dwelleth in 
Me, andIlin him” That is, ‘‘There 
is an intimate union and communion 
between us—he having a constant de- 
pendence upon Me for life, which is 
his dwelling in Me; and I giving out a 
constant influence and quickening vir- 
tue to make him live, which is My 
dwelling in him”’—(Cruden’s Concords 
ance, under ‘‘Eat’). Now it will not 
be claimed that this spiritual experi- 
ence is secured in the Roman sacra- 
ment of Transubstantiation, for such 
claim is not sustained by facts. 

3. Finally. it will be noted that this 
discourse on ‘‘the heavenly bread” was 
delivered at Capernaum and long before 
the institution of the Supper at Jerusa- 
lem; and as the occasions were differ- 
ent, so, also, were the respective sub- 
jects of discourse. The great lesson 
at Capernaum was the necessity of 
personal faith in the crucified Re- 
deemer with the promise: ‘‘He that 


cometh to Me shall never hunger, and 
he that believeth in Me shall never 
thirst;” whereas, at Jerusalem the in- 
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junction was: *‘This doin remembrance 
of Me”’—‘‘until I come.” _—__ Evidently, 
then, the words of our Saviour upon 
these two different occasions had no 
relation to each other; and they cannot 
be connected as referring to the same 
subject without violating every rational 
principle of Scripture interpretation. 

4. In reply to the arguments which 
demonstrate the absurdity involved in 
the dogma of ‘‘the real presence,” Ro- 
manists assert that the change in the 
elements is accomplished by a miracle 
—that ‘‘Transubstantiation is a mys- 
tery to be accepted by faith and with- 
out question.” 

Well, if that is so, then the process 
of transmuting the elements in this 
pretended sacrament is unlike all the 
miracles recorded in Scripture. For 
whenever a miracle was performed by 
our Saviour or His Apostles, the peo- 
ple that witnessed it saw what was 
done and understood perfectly the 
change that took place. For example, 
when the water at the marriage was 
made wine,the servants knew they put 
water into the vessels which, when 
drawn out, was tasted by the governor 
of the feast and pronounced by him to 
be wine, and that of the best quality ! 
It had ceased to be water and was be- 
come wine; the element losing all its 
aqueous properties and assuming per- 
fectly only those which were vinous. 
And this manifest change was so evi- 
dent to the sense and knowledge of 
those who witnessed it, that they were 

convinced of its reality. They were 
not told they were drinking a liquor, 
which they must imagine and believe 
to be good wine, while it had still the 
appearance, taste and other properties 
of plain cold water ! 
So, when the hungry multitudes 


were to be fed, they were not told they 
must be satisfied with imaginary food; 
but they were supplied with an abun- 
dance of real, good, solid bread and 
fish to their satisfaction. They saw the 
miracles, ate the food and so believed. 

In like manner, when the young 
man of Nain and Christ's friend, Laza- 
rus, were raised from the dead, all that 
saw what was done, believed the mira- 
cles when they saw them performed. 
They were not told to imagine that 
these persons were raised from the dead 
and made to live again while they were 
still, evidently and actually, dead 
corpses! And so in all the miracles. 
The witnesses had experimental know- 
ledge of what was done. There was 
no opportunity to imagine anything. 
But all was plain, obvious matter-of- 
fact reality appealing to the senses and 
convincing to the reason of all that 
witnessed what was done. On the 
contrary, in the pretended miracle of 
the ‘‘real presence,” the appeal is 
wholly to the imagination, and not at 
all to the senses and to the reason— 
the common observation of men—the 
test and evidence of all true miracles, 
And hence, not being sustained by the 
proper evidence of miracles, this fig- 
ment of the imagination must be re- 
jected as a fraudulent pretence. 

5. Finally, we are constrained to re- 
ject the dogma of ‘‘the real presence” 
by adopting the mode of reasoning 
observed by our Saviour himself (John 
20: 24, 2y; Luke 24: 36-43). Upon 
these occasions our Saviour convinced 
His doubting disciples by appealing to 
the evidence of their senses and chal- 
lenging the investigation of their rea- 
soning faculties. On no occasion did 
our Lord demand or expect the exer- 
cise of faith without furnishing or ind - 
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cating rational and sufficient grounds 
of belief. Christ was a profound rea- 
soner. His logic was as irresistible as 
His divine power. His opponents 
were confuted in argument on their 
own premises; and His disciples, nat- 
urally so ‘‘slow of heart to believe,” 
were brouget to the exercise of assured 
faith only “by many infallible proofs,” 

According, therefore, to the rules 
and principles of judgment and reason- 
ing used and inculcated by our blessed 
Master himself, and which are in ac- 
cordance with the fundamental princi- 
ples of all knowledge and all science, 
all must admit that, as the various 
classes of objects in nature are distin- 
guished from each other by peculiar 
properties, the distinguishing properties 
of one substance are not those of an- 
other; and hence, the properties which 
inhere in human flesh are not those 
which pertain to and identify wheaten 
bread, and zice versa. In like manner, 
human blood is distinguished from 
wine—the fermented ‘‘fruit of the vine” 
—and zice versa. To assert, therefore, 
that a substance, distinguished by the 
natural properties of bread is human 
flesh, or that wine is human blood, is 
to affirm that which is contrary to fact 
and nature; and the contradiction is 
intensified to the last degree when it is 
further asserted that while the substance 
of the bread has been transmuted into 
the substance of flesh, the properties of 
bread remain, ‘‘but inhere in no sub- 
stance’—that is to say, the essential 
properties of bread remain after its 
substance has gone into another sub- 
stance; while the new substance, flesh, 
exists without its appropriate essential 
properties. And sq of the wine and 
the blood. Such are some of the absur- 
dities and impossibilities involved in 


the dogma of ‘‘the real presence !” 

If, however, bread should be con- 
verted into flesh, and wine into blood, 
by miracle or by the natural process ot 
digestion; then, we maintain, the ele- 
ments so changed would at once and 
necessarily assume the natural proper- 
ties by which these substances are re- 
spectively distinguished. This trans- 
mutation is going on constantly in the 
process of digestion and assimilation 
in the animal economy; and it might 
be effected by miracle if accomplished 
by the authoritative word of Christ or 
of an inspired apostle; but when such 
miracle is attempted by an unauthorized 
man, and his attempt is not attended 
by the invariable evidence of a divine 
miracle, we must conclude his attempt 
is a failure; and as he is himself, often, 
perfectly aware of his failure he is per- 
petrating a fraud when he asks us to 
believe in his false pretence. But if, 
as a benighted Roman priest, he sin- 
cerely believes in the efficacy of his in- 
cantation when he utters the formula, 
‘‘Hoc est corpus meum,” then both he 
and his deluded disciples are in the 
same egregious hallucination. 

The dogma of ‘‘the real presence” is 
truly a sacrament of “flesh and blood.” 
For as it is made the test of loyalty to 
the ‘‘scarlet woman drunk with the 
blood of the saints,” it has been made 
the occasion of more bloodshed in the 


extermination of heresy than any other 
in all Rome’s infamous system of 
lies and blood! If, however, in op- 
position to all adverse arguments, all 
were true that Rome claims for her so- 
called ‘‘sacrament of the altar;” still 
it would not be the ‘‘Lord’s Supper’ 
of the Gospel; for in the latter the ele- 
ments used are ‘‘bread and wine”—not 
‘flesh and blood’”—and the design is 
“commemoration and communion”— 
not ‘‘sacerdotal sacrifices.” 

















“THE POPE’S SOLILOQUY 
II. 


a Pope of Rome has finished his 
é@) day’s work and like any other 
man seeks consolation and comfort in 
talks and musings with himself. The 
routine of his daily life is wearisome 
to an old man of eighty, but he goes 
through it with the grace of an old 
courtier. He allows the wealthy and 
distinguished visitors to Rome who in- 
terview him to kiss his foot and present 
their offerings and then gives them 
what he calls the Apostolic benediction. 
Once a day he receives a delegation of 
bishops and priests to whom he makes 
a set speech recounting the trials, 
tribulations and persecutions of the 
Church and his own unhappy lot as a 
prisoner in the Vatican. 

But when evening comes, like other 
men he likes to commune with his own 
thoughts. The 


mail has 
brought the foreign papers, and as he 
glances through them he thus soli- 
loquizes : 


evening 


“The other night I was thinking 
and talking to myself about those 
Irish troubles when that Vienna beer* 
recommended by my physician got in- 
to my head and I could not keep up 
the continuity of thought. I will now 
return to the subject. 

‘‘Notwithstanding what I said in my 
rescript condemning boycotting and 
the plan of campaign those Irish con- 
tinue to indulge 
practices. 


in those unchristian 
I have summoned the Irish 
archbishops to Rome and commanded 
them to issue a general order to their 
er to obey me in this matter. 


[See THE Convertep CATHOLIC for Oc- 
New 


York 


and the 
“Tribune,” September 5, 18go. } 
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“This they have pam but the people 
to obey. Boycotting 
continues all the same, and what is 
worse they have not submitted to the 
laws or the government. When 
the leaders Dillon and O’Brien were 
arrested for violating the law they gave 
their captors the slip and ran away to 
America. There they have been re- 
ceived as heroes who had achieved a 
great victory. I see by the American 
papers that in New York, Philadelphia, 
Boston, Chicago, Baltimore and other 
large cities ‘they have been greeted 
That is 


do not seem 


with the utmost enthusiasm.’ 
what the papers say, and the thousands 
of dollars they receive in each city 
seem to corroborate the statement. 
My rescript did not formally include 
the United States, but it was issued ex- 
cathedra on a question of morals, and 
the Vatican decree says that when the 
Pope speaks ex-cathedra on a question 
of faith or morals he is infallible, and 
his infallibility covers the whole earth 
and all the people that dwell thereon. 
The American bishops know this as 
well as I do, and yet they and their 
priests extend a hearty welcome to 
those Irish emissaries who are rebels 
against my anthority. 

‘I see by the papers that at the first 
meeting held in Philadelphia by Dillon, 
O'Brien and their associates Archbishop 
Ryan was present and handed them 
his check for $300. That is more 
than he has ever sent to me as his 
personal contribution to Peter's Pence. 
But what can I do aboutit? Ido 
not know. I am in a quandary regard- 
ing this Irish campaign in America. I 
think I can control and subdue it in 


Ireland when the Irish archbishops 
obey my summons to Rome next 
month. But I have a different class 
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of people to deal with in America. 
The spirit of liberty and independence 
is in the air there, and if I draw the 
line too closely there might be a 
schism. There are no signs of it so 
far, and itis scarcely possible while I 
control all the church property in that 
country. But no one knows what 
may happen in that country of peace- 
ful revolutions. 

“I see that at the last election there 
has been a complete change in the 
political representation in Congress, 
and that the Democrats, for whom 
my people always vote, have come into 
power. But the day may come when 
even that party in obedience to some 
recalcitrant bishops whom I might be 
compelled to discipline would enact 
laws that would take the church prop- 
erty out of my hands and give the 
people control of it, as the custom is 
among Protestants. In such a case I 
would be helpless, and rebellion against 
my authority would become universal. 
Schism would be not only possible 
but probable. The case of Dr. Mc- 
Glynn must be a warning to me. If 
he and his parishioners owned the 
church property they could not be 
turned out, and other pastors and con- 
gregations would follow their example. 
I could excommunicate them, but Mc- 
Glynn and his people are excommuni- 
cated, but they only laugh at my an- 
athemas, and their numbers increase 
continually. I see clearly it will not 
do to provoke a quarrel just now with 
any of my American bishops for favor- 
ing those Irish who despise my au- 
thority. I must wait upon events.” 
And the Pope fell into a brown study 
from which he was awakened by 
his valet reminding him that it was 
time to go to bed. 
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Religious Freedom in Brazil. 


The elections in Brazil have estab- 
lished the new Republic on a firm 
basis. The clerical party has been de- 
feated, and now the government pro- 
poses to enact measures that will give 
the people true religious freedom. The 
well informed correspondent of the 
New York Mail and Express, writing 
to that paper from Sao Paulo Octo- 
ber 5, 1890, says: 

NO MORE ‘‘CONSECRATED GROUND.” 

Another important measure has just 
been announced—the secularization of 
the cemeteries. This, of course, does 
not refer to private burial grounds, but 
to those under the control of the muni- 
cipalities. The priests will have noth- 
ing more to say about who shall or 
shall not be buried in sacred ground, 
for the one cemetery will be opened to 
all, whatever their religious profession. 
This is a just measure, which will avoid 
much conflict between the mourners of 
those who, being in life united, are 
parted after death. 

The priests, of course, are furious, 
but it will be of little avail. The de- 
cree is law, before the Chambers meet, 
and hence nothing, at least for the 
present, can be done against it. It is 
said that the government will take 
some other stringent measures before 
November 15. 

A training school for nurses has 
been annexed to the hospital for ner- 
vous diseases of the brain, so as to be 
in the future entirely independent of 
the Sisters of Charity, who so wickedly 
abandoned the patients a few weeks ago 


‘© ArmmEE’s MARRIAGE” IS ONE OF 


the most instructive and entertaining 
books that has been published this sea- 
son. Price $1.50. Address this office. 
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FATHER O’CONNOR’S LETTERS TO CARDINAL GIBBONS. 
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LETTER XXXVI. 


New York, December, 1890. 

S1r:—Some notable events in the history of the Roman Catholic Church in 
this country occurred during the last few weeks to which I wish to call your 
attention. The first was the celebration of the golden jubilee of the ordination 
to the priesthood of Bishop Loughlin of Brooklyn at which you were present. 
That city, the fourth in the United States, turned itself upside down to celebrate 
the event. ‘‘There was a procession of 30,000 men—the largest that has ever 
taken place in the city of Brooklyn,” says the Catholic Review, October 26. 
There was present a score of bishops from all parts of the country, ‘‘ with His 
Eminence, Cardinal Gibbons, at the head.” On Sunday afternoon 20,000 
children paraded in honor of the occasion, and the next day a banquet was 
held in the Academy of Music at which 300 persons sat down to dinner. 
Many of these were Protestant politicians who were present to capture the Irish 
Roman Catholic vote. Many addresses were delivered in eulogy of Bishop 
Loughlin, who, as is well known, is a commonplace, plodding business man, 
without culture or learning. Fromm the report of the proceedings I select a 
portion of your address as follows : 

Cardinal Gibbons, wearing the red zuchetta and red ribbon denoting his 
dignity, now spoke in response to the toast ‘‘ His Holiness, Leo XIII.” He 
said: ‘‘When in Rome in 1883, with some whom I see around me, his Grace, 
Archbishop Corrigan, Archbishop Elder, not to speak of others, I received an 
audience with the Holy Father which 1 shall never forget. He spoke to me 
like a father to ason. ‘I dislike anathemas,’ he said. ‘I dislike employing 
harsh or severe measures toward anyone. I desire to appeal to the intellect, to 
the good sense, to the heart of mankind, and as the Vicar of Jesus Christ I de- 
sire to draw men nearer to the heart of their Divine Master. Debtor to Africa, 
to Australia, to Europe, I have especial reasons for love’ and affection to 
America. Iam delighted to contemplate her material prosperity, as well as 
her spiritual progress, which is spreading day by day.” The Holy Father has 
given ample evidence of his love and affection for the United States. He has, 
among other gifts, added seventeen bishops to its hierarchy.” 

There is no man in America who weighs his words more carefully than you, 
Cardinal, and therefore your statement of the Pope’s views must be accepted as 
true. You say the Pope said, ‘‘1 dislike anathemas and harsh and severe 
measures toward any one.” What special anathemas does he dislike? Of all 
the anathemas which he and his predecessors hurled against those who rejected 
the doctrines and practices of the Roman Catholic Church which does he re- 
pudiate? Notone. Even while you were throwing dust in the eyes of the 
people by such a statement Pope Leo XIII. was signing his name to an Ency- 
clical addressed to the bishops, the clergy and the people of Italy in which he 
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speaks of ‘‘ the outrages and scoffs which an insolent press has full power to 
hurl every day against” him. ‘‘To such a pass have wecome,” he says, ‘‘ that 
we have to fear for this Italy of ours the loss even of the faith.” He recapitu- 
lates the evils under which he says he is suffering. He renews his anathemas 
against the Masonic Order which he condemns as the source of all his troubles. 
Of the members of this order—‘‘ the Masonic sects”—he says: ‘‘ Possessed 
by the spirit of Satan, whose instrument they are, they burn like him with a 
deadly and implacable hatred of Jesus Christ and His work; and they endeavor 
by every means to overthrow and fetter it. This war is at present waged more 
in Italy than elsewhere.” 

He traces the different phases of the war against the Papacy, ‘‘ which began 
by the overthrow of the temporal power of the Pope.” Then various laws fol- 
lowed to cripple his spiritual power—the expulsion of the religious orders and 
confiscation of their property, the enactment of the Penal Code that makes 
priests liable to punishment for denouncing the government, the erection of a 
statue to the philosopher Giordano Bruno whom one of the Pope’s predecessors 
caused to be burned at the stake in the year 1600, etc., etc. All these ‘‘crimes” 
and more he charged against the Freemasons, who must be so numerous that 
they embrace a majority of the people of Italy. If he could burn them after 
the manner of Bruno there is no doubt but he would do so. And yet you say 
he ‘dislikes anathemas.” This latest Encyclical of the Pope is dated October 
15, 1890, and in it he specifically confirms what has been said in previous en- 
cyclicals and bulls. You will doubtless say that the present Pope should 
be held responsible only for his own acts. Very well. I have mentioned the 
burning of Bruno, Has Leo XIII. repudiated the act of his predecessor in this 
case? On the contrary he went into mourning, shutting himself up in his 
chamber for the space of three days when Bruno’s statue was unveiled on the 
spot where he was burned. And this happened since he told you that he 
‘‘disliked anathemas.” Do you really expect intelligent people to believe in 
his or your sincerity when you make such a statement? Let the Pope speak 
for himself in this matter in a formal official manner, such as he uses in con- 
demning all who will not submit to his yoke, and the world wil! have grounds 
for believing in his liberality. The truth is, Cardinal, that-you are ashamed of 
the barbarous cruelties of your Church and you like to blot them out. But 
you cannot undo the past without sacrificing your position. Mere empty words 
will not do. You are posing as an American, liberal, progressive, to whom 
harsh measures such as European ecclesiastics resort to are distasteful. But if 
you became Pope vou would be compelled to use anathemas and excommuni- 
cations in the regulation style, or pay the penalty with your life. Rome cannot 
change for the better, and no one knows that better than you. 


Yours truly, JAMES A. O'CONNOR. 
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